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At the late I'ennsylvania State Confer- 
ence there was a resolution passed me- 
morializing adjacent churches to meet and 
unitedly define the territorial line of each 
church. Not for some time has there 
been anything offered more out of harmo- 
ny with the word of God, and more op- 
posed to the spirit and genius of the 
Brethren Church than the above resolu- 
tion. I do however not impugn the mo- 
tive that prompted the offering of the reso- 
lution, nor charge ray brethren who saw 
fit to pass it with any sinister design. I 
believe that it was sincerely done to over- 
come a serious difficulty, but I do not be- 
lieve that any question of mere territorial, 
or geographical lines is serious enough to 
justify a deviation from Gospel standards, 
or well recognized personal rights. 

At first I want to discuss the question 
from a Gospel standpoint, in a general 
way ; not only as it applies to this case, 
but to every case where the ministry un- 
dertakes to make laws for the government 
of the churches. Just for a little while I 
wish I was a preacher so I could consider 
this question without seeming to assail my 
ministering brethren whom I love. 

Nowhere in the New Testament can I 
find that an ordained minister is vested 
with any authority, or law-making power ; 
his function is that of minister, teacher, 
and servant; the only power vested in him 
is that of love through the Spirit. The 
scriptures are clear and pointed on this 
question, in both precept and example. 
Jesus says, "Ye know that the princes of 
the Gentires exercise dominion over them, 
and they that are great exercise authority 
upon them. Rut it shall not be so among 
you : but whosoever will be great among 
you, let him be your minister and whoso- 
ever will be chief among you, let him be 
your servant." Matt. 20 : 25-27. Christ 
characterized this principle in his life and 
pointedly emphasized it in the washing of 
the disciples' feet. Peter applies this 
principle to the elders when he says 
"Neither as being lords over God's herit- 
age, but being ensamples to the flocks." 
I Pet. 5 : 3. The elders are to feed the 
flock, be good examples to it, and not 
bother their heads about geographical 
lines. Paul in his letters to Titus and 
Timothy gives them very minute particu- 
lars as to their duties, but does not give 
a hint of arbitrary power. The whole 
Gospel is devoid of any intimation of ar- 
bitrary power being vested in the minis- 
try, and the epistolary writings are pro- 

hibitory on the point, hence elders in the 
true church of Christ are exceeding their 
divinely appointed functions when they 
undertake to legislate for the government 
of the laity. The Brethren Church is or- 
ganized on the congregational basis of the 
primitive church, where the preachers are 
the creatures, and creation of the laity, 
consequently it ill becomes them to legis- 
late for their own creators; this is akin to 
make the creature, trying to legislate for 
God, the Creator ; in vulgar phrase "get- 
ting the cart before the horse." 

If there are any laws to be made, the 
congregation or local church is the law- 
making power in everything pertaining to 
her business and interest, but not even 
the local church has a divine right to de- 
stroy ordinary personal privileges. Inas- 
much as every individual is personally re- 
sponsible to God for the deeds done in 
the body, it must be the God-given right 
of all to choose free and untrammelled, 
everything pertaining to religion, even 
down to affinity and affiliation ; one may 
be a useful member of one church, that 
would be a mere figure-head in another, 
purely because of a lack of natural affilia- 
tion. 

Then again one may not desire to sever 
certain church connections because of 
personal, or family interest; for a case in 
point I will refer to myself. I was one of 
the organizers, and charter members of the 
Philadelphia church ; I have contributed 
very largely to her financial support, and 
if it should happen that there is any mon- 
ey left after my career is over, a part of it 
at least will in all probability be left to 
the church that I helped to establish ; un- 
der these circumstances it may be desira- 
ble for me to remain to be a member of 
the Philadelphia church as long as I live, 
no matter where I may be located. There 
may be now, or in the future many simi- 
lar instances throughout the church. A 
rule on geographical lines equally applied 
would destroy all such personal privileges, 
and if it is not meant to be general or 
equal, it is much better not to have it at 
all. 

It may be desirable and under possible 
contingencies even necessary for descend- 
ants of certain families with entailments to 
continue to be members of the church of 
their parents so as to properly execute 
their trusts. The Word of God and the 
laws of our country allow these personal 
privileges. Is it possible that the chutch 
of Christ would destroy them ? 

Then again the question, of affiliation is 
not to be ignored ; right or wrong, about 
as many people join the preacher as the 
church and a good many join certain 
churches  because   of  agreeable  associa- 

tions. This is of course not as it should 
be, but it is a condition that all churches 
have to deal with j to draw territorial • 
lines and thus undertake to regulate peo- 
ple's likes and dislikes, would simply be 
destroying their usefulness or driving them 
out of the church altogether ; it has work- 
ed thus, and does now wherever it is at- 
tempted. No person of sufficient stamina 
to amount to anything will allow his or 
her purely personal prerogatives to be de- 
stroyed by any man, or body of men of 
questionable authority. 

Aside from any question of right, the 
drawing of geographical lines for church 
members, is entirely impracticable.    For 
instance take the Baptist Church of Phila- 
delphia having possibly fifty separate or- 
ganizations.    Among her members are a 
great many people in limited circumstanc- 
es, living in rented houses ; changing con- 
ditions and  incomes render it necessary 
for them to   move   frequently   from one 
place to another to adjust their expenses 
to their incomes ; then again there are in 
her membership a great many single peo- 
ple living in boarding houses ; these find 
it necessary or convenient to often change 
places, so altogether in the sum total of 
the membership   of   the   Baptist   Church 
there is a constant moving mass ; scarcely 
a day in the year that some are not mov- 
ing from one place to   another, and some 
possibly   move   out of a   certain church 
district and back again two or three times 
during a year.    It would be a pretty mess 
to undertake to govern their church mem- 
bership by geographical lines.    Think of 
the absurdity of making a family belong 
to one church if they live on the east side 
of a street, and to another if they should 
move on the west side of the same street. 
This applies to all churches, only in a less 
aggravated sense to such as have only a 
small membership, or few organizations. 

Without any question as to Gospel au- 
thority, or  personal rights,  or  practica- 
bility, it remains a fact that our Confer- 
ences whether National or District have 
no natural, inherent right to legislate for 
the churches.    Whatever they do in this 
direction^   no    matter   whether   they   are 
made up of preachers or   laymen, or an 
equal number of both is mere assumption. 
The Conferences are the creatures of the 
churches,   and   not churches of   Confer- 
ences ; they are assembled for social and 
religious   intercourse.     Bibie   study   and 
business of a general character pertaining 
to districts or to the general church, such 
as  education,    literatuae,    missions  and 
charities,  and not to make rules or laws 
for  individuals   or   local   congregations. 
Personal or congregational questions can 
be much more satisfactorily dealt with at 
home in the church than by two or three 


